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DETAILED ACTION 

Priority 

1 . Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 9(a)-(d), which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

2. The listing of references in the specification is not a proper information disclosure 
statement. 37 CFR 1 .98(b) requires a list of all patents, publications, or other 
information submitted for consideration by the Office, and MPEP § 609.04(a) states, 
"the list may not be incorporated into the specification but must be submitted in a 
separate paper." Therefore, unless the references have been cited by the examiner on 
form PTO-892, they have not been considered. 

3. IDS filed on 04/24/06 has been considered in part, as it fails to comply with 37 
CFR 1 .98(a)(3) because it does not include a concise explanation of the relevance, as it 
is presently understood by the individual designated in 37 CFR 1 .56(c) most 
knowledgeable about the content of the information, of each patent listed that is not in 
the English language. It has been placed in the application file, but the information 
referred to therein has not been considered. It is noted that referencing the International 
Search Report is not an adequate explanation of its relevance as the ISR fails to specify 
its relevancy. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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5. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

6. Claim 1 contains an ambiguity between the preamble and the body of the claim. 
The preamble is directed to just an insulin pump, capable of being used in conjunction 
with a mobile communication terminal. However, the body of the claim recites a 
combination of the terminal and the pump as the first element is directed to a port 
connected to the terminal. It is unclear whether the claim is intended to be drawn to the 
combination or subcombination. Clarification is required. For purposes of examination, 
the claim will be interpreted as being drawn to the combination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claim 1 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Causey, III 
et al. (USP #6,558,320), Choi (US 2003/0055323) and Houben et al. (USP #6,572,542), 
and further in view of Werner et al. (USP #6,425,863). 

9. As to claim 1 , Causey teaches an insulin pump (400) for use with a mobile 
communication terminal capable of measuring a blood glucose level, comprising an 
external input port (210), an output port (400), memory (204), a control unit (216), an 
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LCD display (102). Causey fails to teach a motor for supplying an insulin, although it 
does teach an insulin pump, in which a motor for driving the insulin would be obvious if 
not inherent. 

Choi teaches an insulin pump with a motor ([0007]). As such, it would have been 
obvious to modify Causey with Choi to incorporate the use of a very well known and 
widely applied mechanism for applying a driving force. The combined teachings of 
Causey and Choi fail to teach a key input unit for inputting status as well as for 
automatically injecting insulin. 

However, Houben teaches a device for determining hypoglecemia with a key 
input unit indicating the status regarding meals and sleep (col. 15, lines 35-54; col. 18 
line 64 to col. 19 line 22) as well as a control block for generating control signals for 
delivery of insulin (col. 12 lines 25-44). In addition, Werner teaches the determination of 
insulin therapy dependent upon meals and other data (col. 1 lines 9-39). As such, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Causey and Choi 
with Houben and Werner to enable the infusion of insulin to correlate to patient 
behaviors such as meals and sleep. 

1 0. As to claim 2, the combined teachings of Causey, Choi, Houben, and Warner fail 
to teach the use of USB ports as an external input and output ports. However, the use 
of USB ports on any device as a means of connecting two devices are well known and 
used and as such would have been obvious to be incorporated into the combined 
teachings of those above. 
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11. As to claim 3, Causey teaches an infrared port for an external input port (col. 9, 
lines 6-9). 

12. As to claim 6, Warner teaches the tracking of the amount of food consumed (col. 
2 lines 28-43). 

13. Claim 8 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Causey, III 
et al. (USP #6,558,320), Choi (US 2003/0055323), Houben et al. (USP #6,572,542), 
and Werner et al. (USP #6,425,863), and further in view of Ford et al. (USP 
#6,633,772). 

14. As to claims 8-1 0, Causey, Choi, Houben, and Werner fail to teach a database. 
Ford teaches a database for monitoring blood glucose levels (col. 21 line 66 to col. 21 
line 4) in a diabetic with data attributes concerning such thing as user inputs regarding 
exercise, caloric intake, sleep, administration of medication, including the times thereof 
(col. 21 lines 60-65), and demographic information and medical history (col. 22 lines 5- 
25), enabling the determination of insulin dosage (col. 29 line 63 to col. 30 line 7), and 
alerts sent in messages (col. 17, lines 22 to 45). As such, it would have been obvious to 
modify Causey, Choi, Houben, and Werner with Ford to enable complex calculations 
regarding insulin dosage that incorporates a large number of patient parameters and 
variables. 

1 5. As to claim 1 2, Ford teaches a network system wherein the terminal is one of a 
mobile phone, PDA, or PC (Fig. 7) which are capable of wirelessly accessing the 
internet (col. 25 lines 25-40). 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CHRISTIAN Y. JANG whose telephone number is 
(571)270-3820. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon. - Fri. (8AM-5PM) 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Marmor II can be reached on 571-272-4730. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Robert L. Nasser Jr/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3735 

CJ 

/C. Y. J./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 3735 
8/21/08 



